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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filled on 12 May 2005 has been entered in full. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 12 May 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

3. Applicant argues on page 13 of the response that: 

The combination of Conte et al. and Minari do not disclose comparing a 
number N of the devices connected to the server that have been 
recognized by said recognizing means, and a number M of image forming 
devices already set as output destinations by said holding means, when 
the specified image forming device is set as an output destination by said 
setting means. 

a. Conte et al. disclose comparing a number N of the devices (licenses of 
Fig. 4A, col. 6-7, lines 65-67, 1-3) connected to the server (server 1 14 of Fig. 1). 
Conte et al. further disclose that the licenses can correspond to machines 
operating according to license technology (col. 26, lines 38-44). Minari discloses 
a number of printers, i.e. a type of machine (printer 1 07 and 1 08 of Fig. 1 , col. 2, 
lines 43-45), that have been recognized by said recognizing means (status 
obtaining program 604 of Fig. 6, col. 4, lines 50-51). Conte et al. disclose a 
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number M (assigned status, col. 6, lines 65-67) of image forming devices already 
set as output destinations by said holding means. Minari discloses the specified 
image forming device is set as an output destination by said setting means (print 
processing program of Fig. 6, col. 4, lines 40-57). 

The combination of Conte et al. and Minari do not disclose in an event that 
said comparison means judges M to be less than N. setting of the specified 
image forming device as the output destination is permitted, and the 
number of image forming devices set as output destinations held by said 
holding means is updated, and, in an event that said comparison means 
judges N and M to be equal, setting of the specified image forming device 
as the output destination is not permitted. 

b. Conte et al. disclose in an event that said comparison means judges M 
(assigned status, col. 6, lines 65-67) to be less than N (licenses of Fig. 4A, col. 6- 
7, lines 65-67, 1-3), setting of the specified image forming device as the output 
destination is permitted (306 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 20-23), and the number of 
image forming devices set as output destinations held by said holding means is 
updated (col. 7, lines 60-62). Conte et al. further disclose that the licenses can 
correspond to machines operating according to license technology (col. 26, lines 
38-44). If the user request to use the machine is accepted, the license allowing 
the user to utilize the printer is provided, and the user can print using the printer. 
Conte et al. disclose in an event that said comparison means judges N (licenses 
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of Fig. 4A, col. 6-7, lines 65-67, 1-3) and M (assigned status, col. 6, lines 65-67) 
to be equal, setting of the specified image forming device as the output 
destination is not permitted (310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 23-32). If the user request 
to use the machine is denied, the user is unable to print from the printer. 

4. Applicant argues on page 14 of the response that: 

The combination of Conte et al. and Minari do not disclose the server 
constantly or periodically recognizing the number of devices connected to 
the server using a recognizing means, and comparing a number n of 
recognized devices with a number m of image forming devices set as 
output destinations held in an output destination information holding 
means, and, in the event that n is judged to be less than m, a number of 
image forming devices for distributing and outputting jobs is restricted to 
at most the number n of recognized devices, or no jobs are output. 
c. Official Notice was taken that periodically recognizing devices connected 
to a server is well known in the art. The reference Hattori et al. U.S. Patent 
6,370,577 was added to demonstrate that periodically recognizing devices 
connected to a server is well known in the art (col. 15, lines 39-49). Conte et al., 
Minari, and Hattori et al. are combinable because they are all from the same field 
of network server systems. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to periodically recognize the connected printers. The motivation for 
periodically recognizing connected devices would have been allowing the user to 
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be informed of printers that are currently available to use. Conte et al. disclose 
comparing a number n (licenses of Fig. 4A, col. 6-7, lines 65-67, 1-3) with a 
number m (assigned status, col. 6, lines 65-67), and, in an event that n is judged 
to be less than m, a number of image forming devices for distributing and 
outputting jobs is restricted to at most the number n of recognized devices, or no 
programs are executed (310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 23-32). Conte et al. further 
disclose that the licenses can correspond to machines operating according to 
license technology (col. 26, lines 38-44). Minari discloses a number of printers, 
i.e. a type of machine (printer 107 and 108 of Fig. 1, col. 2, lines 43-45). If the 
user request to use the machine is accepted, the license allowing the user to 
utilize the printer is provided, and the user can print using the printer. If the user 
request to use the machine is denied, the user is unable to print from the printer. 

5. Applicant argues on page 16 of the response that: 

The combination of Conte et al. and Minari do not disclose that in an event 
that the number of devices connected to said connecting means is less 
than a number of the plurality of image forming devices, said control 
means selects a number of image forming devices corresponding to a 
difference in these numbers, and forbids image data outputted from said 
image output means from going to the selected image forming devices. 
d. Conte et al. disclose in an event that the number of devices connected to 
said connecting means (licenses of Fig. 4A, col. 6-7, lines 65-67, 1-3) is less than 
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a number a number of the plurality of image forming devices (assigned status, 
col. 6, lines 65-67), said control means (client computer 120a of Fig. 1 , col. 1 , 
lines 35-39) selects a number of image forming devices corresponding to a 
difference in these numbers, and forbids image data outputted from said image 
output means from going to the selected image forming devices (310 of Fig. 3, 
col. 7, lines 23-32). Conte et al. further disclose that the licenses can correspond 
to machines operating according to license technology (col. 26, lines 38-44). 
Minari discloses a number of printers, i.e. a type of machine (printer 107 and 108 
of Fig. 1 , col. 2, lines 43-45). If the user request to use a plurality of machines is 
denied, the user is forbidden from printing from those printers. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The computer program claimed is merely a set 
of instructions per se. Since the computer program is merely a set of instructions not 
embodied on a computer readable medium to realize the computer program 
functionality, the claimed subject matter is not statutory. See MPEP 2106 IV.B.1. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 7-12, and 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Minari U.S. Patent 6,809,831 and Conte et al. U.S. Patent 5,845,065. 

Referring to claim 1 , Minari discloses an image forming system including a server 
and client computers connected to a network, one or a plurality of image forming 
devices connected to either the network or the server, and devices of which one or a 
plurality can be connected to the server and which can be recognized by the server, 
said system comprising: input means for inputting to the server a job to be printed by an 
image forming device (col. 3, lines 2-4); rendering means for rendering the job input by 
said input means into an image (print job generator 204 of Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 25-26); 
output means for outputting an image rendered by said rendering means to an image 
forming device specified by the job (print job transmitter 205 of Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 26- 
30); setting means for setting the specified image forming device as an output 
destination at the server (Fig. 13, col. 7, lines 30-41); output destination information 
holding means for holding a number of image forming devices set as output destinations 
by said setting means (printer name display 301 of Fig. 3, col. 3, lines 41-43); 
recognizing means for recognizing a presence of devices connected to the server, and 
a number thereof connected (status obtaining program 604 of Fig. 6, col. 4, lines 50-51). 
Minari does not disclose expressly using a licensing system to restrict access to 
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printers. Conte et al. disclose comparison means (304 of Fig. 3, col. 6, lines 61-65) for 
comparing a number N (licenses of Fig. 4A, col. 6-7, lines 65-67, 1-3) and a number M 
(assigned status, col. 6, lines 65-67), and, in an event that said comparison means 
judges M to be less than N, setting of the specified image forming device as the output 
destination is permitted (306 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 20-23), and the number of image 
forming devices set as output destinations held by said holding means is updated, and, 
in an event that said comparison means judges N and M to be equal, setting of the 
specified image forming device as the output destination is not permitted (310 of Fig. 3, 
col. 7, lines 23-32). Conte et al. disclose utilizing the licensing system in controlling 
machines (col. 26, lines 38-44). Minari and Conte et al. are combinable because they 
are from the same field of computer software. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to implement the licensing system of 
Conte et al. with the printer of Minari. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide the benefits of licensing agreements to the use of printers and to ensure that the 
printing of protected material is track and accounted for. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to combine Conte et al. with Minari to obtain the invention as specified in claim 
1. 

Referring to claim 5, Minari discloses an image processing device for outputting 
image data to a plurality of image forming devices, said image processing device 
comprising: input means for inputting an image forming job (col. 3, lines 2-4), wherein 
one of the plurality of image forming devices is specified as an output destination (Fig. 
13, col. 7, lines 30-41); image processing means for generating image data for the 
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specified image forming device based on the image forming job (print job generator 204 
of Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 25-26); image output means for outputting image data generated 
by said image processing means to the specified image forming device (print job 
transmitter 205 of Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 26-30); connecting means for connecting to one or 
a plurality of devices (network 109 of Fig. 4, col. 3, lines 64-66). Minari does not 
disclose expressly using a licensing system to restrict access to printers. Conte et al. 
disclose control means for restricting a number of programs, based on the number of 
programs (304 of Fig. 3, col. 6, lines 61-65), and, in an event that the number of 
programs is less than a number of the plurality of programs, said control means selects 
a number of programs corresponding to a difference in these numbers, and forbids 
executing from said programs (310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 23-32). Minari and Conte et al. 
are combinable because they are from the same field of computer software. At the time 
of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
implement the licensing system of Conte et al. with the printer of Minari. The motivation 
for doing so would have been to provide the benefits of licensing agreements to the use 
of printers and to ensure that the printing of protected material is track and accounted 
for. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Conte et al. with Minari to obtain 
the invention as specified in claim 5. 

Referring to claim 7, Conte et al. disclose an image processing device according 
to claim 5, wherein in an event that executing a program is forbidden, said control 
means notifies an originator of the execution to that effect (310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 23- 
32). 
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Referring to claim 8 and 9, Official Notice is taken that it is well known in the art 
for a image forming job to include PDL data or data input from scanners. It would have 
been obvious for the printer of Minari to process PDL and scanner data because PDL 
simplifies the printer software and making photocopies requires a scanner and a printer 
and these are standard formats and sources for data being sent a printer for printing. 

Referring to claim 10, Minari disclose an image processing device according to 
claim 5, further comprising obtaining means for obtaining data indicating a type of image 
forming device set for each device connected to said connecting means (print job 
attribute program 601 of Fig. 6, col. 4, lines 42-45), wherein said control means counts a 
number of devices per type of image forming device, and restricts by type of image 
forming device a number of image forming devices capable of producing an output for 
said image output means (step S1002-No of Fig. 10, col. 6, lines 31-36). 

Referring to claim 1 1 , Conte et al. disclose an image processing device 
according to claim 10, wherein, in an event that the specified program is a 
predetermined type, said control means does not restrict the number of programs 
capable of executing (col. 1 , lines 51-54). Conte et al. teach a type of software that is 
unmonitored and is not restricted by control means and there are many things that can 
be printed out that are either in the public domain or are not protected. 

Referring to claim 12, Minari discloses an image processing method for 
outputting image data to a plurality of image forming devices, said method comprising: 
an input step of inputting an image forming job (col. 3, lines 2-4), wherein one of the 
plurality of image forming devices is specified as an output destination (Fig. 13, col. 7, 
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lines 30-41); an image processing step of generating image data corresponding to the 
specified image forming device based on the image forming job (print job generator 204 
of Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 25-26); an image output step of outputting image data generated 
in said image processing step to the specified image forming device (print job 
transmitter 205 of Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 26-30); an identifying step of identifying one or a 
plurality of devices connected to a predetermined interface (status obtaining program 
604 of Fig. 6, col. 4, lines 50-51). Minari does not disclose expressly using a licensing 
system to restrict access to printers. Conte et al. disclose a control step of restricting a 
number of image forming devices capable of outputting in said image output step, of the 
plurality of image forming devices, based on a number of devices connected (310 of 
Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 23-32), and, in an event that the number of devices connected is less 
than a number of said plurality of image forming devices, said control step selects a 
number of image forming devices corresponding to a difference in those numbers from 
the plurality of image forming devices, and forbids image data outputted in said image 
output step from going to the selected image forming devices (310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 
23-32. Minari and Conte et al. are combinable because they are from the same field of 
computer software. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to implement the licensing system of Conte et al. with the 
printer of Minari. The motivation for doing so would have been to provide the benefits of 
licensing agreements to the use of printers and to ensure that the printing of protected 
material is track and accounted for. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
Conte et al. with Minari to obtain the invention as specified in claim 12. 
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Referring to claim 13, Conte et al. disclose an image processing method 
according to claim 12, wherein, in an event that the number of devices connected is less 
than a number of said plurality of image forming devices, said control step selects a 
number of image forming devices corresponding to a difference in those numbers from 
the plurality of image forming devices, and forbids image data outputted in said image 
output step from going to the selected image forming devices (310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 
23-32). 

Referring to claim 14, Conte et al. disclose an image processing method 
according to claim 12, wherein in an event that sending image data outputted in said 
image output step to the specified image forming device is forbidden, said control step 
notifies an originator of the image forming job to that effect (310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 
23-32). 

Referring to claim 15 and 16, Official Notice is taken that it is well known in the 
art for a image forming job to include PDL data or data input from scanners. It would 
have been obvious for the printer of Minari to process PDL and scanner data because 
PDL simplifies the printer software and making photocopies requires a scanner and a 
printer and these are standard formats and sources for data being sent a printer for 
printing. 

Referring to claim 17, Minari discloses an image processing method according to 
claim 12, further comprising an obtaining step for obtaining data indicating a type of 
image forming device set for each connected device identified in said identifying step 
(print job attribute program 601 of Fig. 6, col. 4, lines 42-45), wherein said control step 
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counts a number of devices per type of image forming device, and restricts by type of 
image forming device a number of image forming devices capable of producing an 
output in said image output step (step S1002-No of Fig. 10, col. 6, lines 31-36). 

Referring to claim 18, Conte et al. disclose an image processing method 
according to claim 17, wherein, in an event that the specified image forming device is a 
predetermined type, said control step does not restrict the number of image forming 
devices capable of producing an output in said image output step (col. 1 , lines 51-54). 
Conte et al. teach a type of software that is unmonitored and is not restricted by control 
means and there are many things that can be printed out that are either in the public 
domain or are not protected. 

Referring to claim 19, Minari discloses a computer program executed by a 
computer of an image processing device for implementing a method of outputting image 
data to a plurality of image forming devices, said computer program comprising: code of 
an input step of inputting an image forming job wherein one of the plurality of image 
forming devices is specified as an output destination (S701 of Fig. 7, col. 5, lines 28-29); 
code of an image processing step of generating image data corresponding to the 
specified image forming device based on the image forming job (S702 of Fig. 7, col. 5, 
lines 29-30); code of an image output step of outputting image data generated in the 
image processing step to the specified image forming device (S703 of Fig. 7, col. 5, 
lines 30-32); code of an identifying step of identifying one or a plurality of devices 
connected to a predetermined interface (status obtaining program 604 of Fig. 6, col. 4, 
lines 50-51). Minari does not disclose expressly using a licensing system to restrict 
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access to printers. Conte et al. disclose code of a control step for restricting a number 
of image forming devices capable of receiving image data outputted in said image 
output step, of the plurality of image forming devices, based on a number of devices 
connected (310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 23-32), and, in an event that the number of 
devices connected is less than a number of said plurality of image forming devices, said 
control step selects a number of image forming devices corresponding to a difference in 
those numbers from the plurality of image forming devices, and forbids image data 
outputted in said image output step from going to the selected image forming devices 
(310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 23-32). Minari and Conte et al. are combinable because they 
are from the same field of computer software. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to implement the licensing system of 
Conte et al. with the printer of Minari. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide the benefits of licensing agreements to the use of printers and to ensure that the 
printing of protected material is track and accounted for. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to combine Conte et al. with Minari to obtain the invention as specified in claim 
19. 

Referring to claim 20, Conte et al. disclose a computer-readable storage medium 
storing a computer program according to claim 19 (col. 35, lines 20-23). 

3. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Minari 
U.S. Patent 6,809,831 Conte et al. U.S. Patent 5,845,065, and Hattori et al. U.S. Patent 
6,370,577. 
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Referring to claim 3, Minari discloses an image forming system including a server 
and client computers connected to a network, one or a plurality of image forming 
devices connected to either the network or the server, and devices of which one or a 
plurality can be connected to the server and which can be recognized by the server, 
said system comprising: input means for inputting to said the server a job to be printed 
by an image forming device (col. 3, lines 2-4); rendering means for rendering the job 
inputted by said input means into an image (print job generator 204 of Fig. 2, col. 3, 
lines 25-26); output means for outputting an image rendered by said rendering means to 
an image forming device specified by the job (print job transmitter 205 of Fig. 2, col. 3, 
lines 26-30); setting means for setting the specified image forming device as an output 
destination at the server (Fig. 13, col. 7, lines 30-41); output destination information 
holding means for holding a number of image forming devices set as output destinations 
by said setting means (printer name display 301 of Fig. 3, col. 3, lines 41-43); and 
recognizing means for recognizing a presence of devices connected to the server and a 
number thereof connected (status obtaining program 604 of Fig. 6, col. 4, lines 50-51). 
Minari fails to teach a server constantly or periodically recognizing the number of 
devices connected to the server. Official Notice was taken that periodically recognizing 
devices connected to a server is well known in the art. The reference Hattori et al. U.S. 
Patent 6,370,577 was added to demonstrate that periodically recognizing devices 
connected to a server is well known in the art (col. 15, lines 39-49). Conte et al., Minari, 
and Hattori et al. are combinable because they are all from the same field of network 
server systems. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to periodically 
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recognize the connected printers. The motivation for periodically recognizing connected 
devices would have been allowing the user to be informed of printers that are currently 
available to use. Minari does not disclose expressly using a licensing system to restrict 
access to printers. Conte et al. disclose comparing a number n (licenses of Fig. 4A, col. 
6-7, lines 65-67, 1-3) with a number m (assigned status, col. 6, lines 65-67), and, in an 
event that n is judged to be less than m, a number of programs is restricted to at most 
the number n, or no programs are executed (310 of Fig. 3, col. 7, lines 23-32). Minari 
and Conte et al. are combinable because they are from the same field of computer 
software. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to implement the licensing system of Conte et al. with the printer 
of Minari. The motivation for doing so would have been to provide the benefits of 
licensing agreements to the use of printers and to ensure that the printing of protected 
material is track and accounted for. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
Conte et al. with Minari to obtain the invention as specified in claim 3. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter K. Huntsinger whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7435. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571)272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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